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ther reason that the statements, designs, and devices borne on the said cans
purported the said article to be a foreign product when not so.

Misbranding was alleged wilh respect to the Sico Brand Olive Oil for the
reason that the statements, to wit, “1 Quart Net” and “1 Gallon Net,” borne
on the respective-sized cans containing the article, regarding the said article,
were false and misleading in that they represented that each of the said cans
contained 1 quart net or 1 gallon net, as the case Iight be, of the article,
and for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive
and mislead the purchaser into the belief that each of the said cans contained
1 quart net or 1 gallon net, as the case might be, of the said article, whereas,
in truth and in fact, each of said cans did not contain the amount declared
on the labels but did contain a less amount.

Misbranding was alleged with respect to the product involved in all the
consignments for the reason that it was food in package form and the gquantity
of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of
the package.

On March 25, 1924, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $170.

HowaArp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12270. Adulteration of tomato steck. U, S, v. 295 Cases, et al., of Tomato
Stock. Default decrees of condemnation, forfeiture, and de-
struction. (F. & D. Nos. 18199, 18200, 18238, 18239, 18250, f8251. I 8

. Nos. 932-v, 933—v, 934—v, 935-v, 936—v. 8. Nos. E—4670, E-4671, E-4675

E-4677, E—4684.)

On January 2, 1924, the United States attorney for the Hastern District of
South Carolina, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed °n
the district court of the United States for said district libels praying the
seizure and condemnation of 1,628 cases of tomato stock remaining in the
or'ginal unbroken packages in part at Charleston, S. C., and in part at
Georgetown, S. C., alleging that the article had been shipped by Greenbaum
[Greenabaum] Bros. (Inc.), from Seaford, Del., in pari September {October]
8, 1923, and in part September 26, 1923, and transported from the State of
Delaware into the State of South Carolina and charging adulleration in vio-
lation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled variously: (Can)
“Camp Brand” (or “Roxbury Brand” or ‘ Aurora Brand” or ‘“ Roland
Brand” or “Johnson Brand”) “Tomato Stock * * * Packed By Greena-
baum Bros.; Inc. Seaford, Sussex County, Del.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that it
congsisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and puirid vegetable sub-
stance and showed the presence of excessive mold.

On April 26, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entered. and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal

Howarp M. Gore, Adcting Secretary of Agriculture.

’

12271. Adulteration and misbranding of canmned oysters. U. 8, v. 8 Cases
and 10 Cases of Oysters. Default decrees of condemnation, for-
feitare, and destruction. (F. & D, Nos. 18244, 18249. I. S. Nos
18116—v, 18117—v. 8. Nos. (4242, C~-4243.) .

On December 27 and 28, 1923, respectively, the United States attorney for
the Bastern District of Tennessee, acting upon reports by the Secretary of
Agriculture, filed in the district court of the United States for said district
libels praying the seizure and condemnation of 18 cases of oysters, remaining
in the original unbroken packages at Knoxville, Tenn., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Meridian Canning Co., Meridian, Ga., on or
about November 15, 1923, and transported from the State of Georgia into the
State of Tennessee, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of
the food and drugs act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: “* Merid-
ian Brand * * * Oysters Net Contents 5 Ounces Oysters * * * Packed
By Meridian Canning Co. Meridian, Ga.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that
excessive brine had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce, lower,
and injuriously affect its quality and strength and had been substituted wholly
or in part for the said article,

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, “Meridian Brand

* * % Net Contents 5 Ounces Oysters,” appearing in the labelling, was
false and misleading and was intended to deceive and mislead the purchaser,
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Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was food in
package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspic-
uously marked on the outside of the package.

On March 18, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

Howarp M. Gork, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12272, Misbranding of butter. U. S. v. S and 4 Cartons of Butter. Product
released under bond. Decree that claimant pay costs. (I & D.
No. 17654. I. 8. Nos. 5966-v, 5967~v, 6902-v, 6903—v. 8. No. C-4067.)

On July 16, 1923, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Louisiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 12 cartons, each containing 30 1-pound prints, of butter,
remaining in the original unbroken packages at Shreveport, La., alleging that
the article had been shipped by the Southwestern Creamery Co., Joplin, Mo.,
on or about July 9, 1923, and transported from the State of Missouri into
the State of Louisiana, and charging misbranding in violation of the food and
drugs act as amended. A portion of the article was labeled in part: * Meadow
Queen Brand Creamery Butter Manufactured by Southwestern Creamery Com-
pany. Joplin, Missouri * * * 16 Qz. Net.” The remainder of the said arti-
cle was labeled in part: “Red Rose Brand * * * 16 Ounces Net.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that the statement, * Sixteen Ounces,” appearing in the labeling, was false
and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser. Misbranding was
alleged for the further reason that the article was [foodl in package form and
the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the
outside of the said packages.

On October 19, 1923, the Southwestern Creamery Co., Joplin, Mo., claimant,
having admitted the allegations of the libel and having taken the product
down under bond, judgment of the court was entered ordering that the said
claimant pay the costs of the proceedings.

Howarp-M. GorE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12278. Adulteration of shell eggs. U. S. v. Joseph E. Burns. Plea of
guiéfy.) Fine, $25 and costs,. (. & D. No. 17524, 1. S. Nos. 7531—v,
7596—v.

On October 10, 1923, the United States attorney for the District of Kansas,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the distriet court
of the United States for said district an information against Joseph E. Burns,
Ingalls, Kans.; alleging shipment by said defendant, in violation of the food
and drugs act, in two consignments, namely, on or about August 23 and 30,
1922, respectively, from the State of Kansas into the State of Colorado, of
quantities of shell eggs which were adulterated. The article was labeled in
part: “From J. E. Burns * * * JIngalls, Kansas.”

Examination by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of 720 eggs
from each of the consignments showed the presence of 79 inedible eggs in the
consignment of August 23 and 72 inedible eggs in the consignment of August
30, i. e, 10.97 per cent and 10 per cent, respectively, of those examined, which
consisted principally of black rots, mixed or white rots, spot rots, and blood
rings.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that the article consisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal
substance.

On March 10, 1924, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $25 and costs.

Howarp M. GoRE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture

12274. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. 8. v, The Cudahy
Packing Co., a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $100. F. &
D. No. 17783. 1. S No. 11264-v.)

On November 19, 1928, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of California, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court of the United States for said district an information against the
Cudahy Packing Co., a corporation, trading at San Francisco, Calif., alleging
that on or about April 17, 1923, the said company did deliver for shipment from
San Francisco, Calif., to the Territory of Hawalii, a quantity of butter which was
adulterated and misbranded within the meaning of the food and drugs act, as



